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X INTRODUCTION

1.0 INTRODUCTION
1.1 Overview

UltraSystems Environmental, Inc. (UltraSystems) conducted a Phase | cultural resourcesvey on
behalf of National Community Renaissang in support of an Initial Study/Mitigated Negative
Declaration document for ther proposed Adams Avenue Affordable HousingMultifamily
Development(herein referred to as poject) in the City of Murrieta, California. The project proposes
a100% affordablemulti -family apartment complex composed of three buildings, two of which would
be multi -family housing buildings and one of which would be aenior housing building.

The project proposes 200 units (including Manager's units). Thenulti -family housing component of

the project is comprised of a mix of ondedroom, two bedroom, and threebedroom units totaling

119 units, including one Manager's unit. Thesenior housing component of tle project proposesa
total of 81 units mixed between onebedroom and two-bedroom units. The project proposes the
following on-site amenities: an outdoor pool & spa, children's playground, community center,
community garden, half basketball court, outdoorifness station & conversation areas, pefriendly
green space, BBQ area with tables, Boys & Girls Club and a senior center. Additionally, the project
includes the preservation of the existing old oak tree on site, and the integration of pedestrian paseos.
The project proposes two primary access points on Adams Avenue with connections to the proposed
pedestrian paseos to the northwesand northeast.

The project site is located onapproximately 6.2 acres northeast of the intersection of Adams Aveue

and Ivy Sreet at 24960 Adams Avenuein the city of Murrieta, Riverside County, California
(Attachment A, Figure 7 and Figure 8). The archival study area includes a O-Bile radius buffer
surrounding the project boundary, which is situated with recently developed residences to the
northwest, an undeveloped space to the north and northeast, and older homes, and commercial
properties to the southwest and southeasd EA  OE OA 6 O mbsypeh land it atis@@A | £
period barn located in the eastcentral portion of the property. This project is mapped on the
Murrieta, Calif, USGS 7-Binute quadrangle map, Townshif7 South,Range03 West, inthe SE %.0f

the SEY4 of Sectionl7 (Attachment A, Figure 9).

A cultural resources record search, Native American consultations, and an intensive pedestrian

ADOI OOOAT OAOCI OOAAO OOO0OAU xAOA O1 Adkbe&s AsaRkiincipall 3 OADI
Prehistoric Archaeologist and Historic Archaeologist per United States Secretary of the Interior

Standards (seeAttachment B). The purpose of the records search was to identify previously

recorded cultural resources (prehistoric and historic archaeological sites, historic buildings,

structures, objects, or districts) within the project area and a haHmile radius. The records search

included a review of previously recorded prehistoric and historic archaeological sites within the

proposed project area and a .Bmile buffer, and a review of listed cultural resource surveys and/or

excavation reports within that same geographical area. The research was conducted at Bastern

Information Center (EIC) at the University of California at Riverside, which is the local California

Historic Resources Information System (CHRIS) Information Center.

#1171 001 OAGET T O O1ITE DI AAA AAOxAAT -08 /8. ARAET AT A O
and local tribal organizations. This consultation spports the requirements of the oversight agency

regarding consultations with Native American tribal organizations.

In addition to the records search and NAHC consultation, an intensive pedestrian survey was
conductedAU - O8 théentheEsiudy lardain accordance with Office of Historic Preservation
(OHP) and California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) guidelines.
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2.0 SETTINGS

2.1 Natural Setting

The project site is located in the City ofMurrieta, which is shown on theMurrieta, Calif, 1953
(photorevised 1979) USGS quadrangle mapurrieta is bordered by the cities ofWildomar to the
northwest, Temecula to the southeastyVenifee to the north,and Riverside County jurisdiction lands

to the eastand southwest all within in Riverside County (City of Murrieta, 2021). The project site is

at an elevation rangingfrom 1100to 1125feeth O1 | PET ¢ O OEA O1 OGauth- x EQE
central edge Acoording to the United States Census Bureate city had a population of 103,466 in

2010; the City of Murrieta has an area of approximately 3.6 square miles (& square kilometers).

The city is served by Interstatel5 and US215. Murrieta Creek flows through the town on the west

side.

Northeast-southwest trending granitic ridges, with intervening alluvium-filled valleys, dominate the
project AOAAS O OOO0OI ferraik E IRgine® @@ akyons here drain to Murrieta Creek
approximately 2,500 feet to the southwestwhich flows through Temecula Valley tahe southeast
The contemporaryclimate is Mediterranean, generally characterized by cool, relatively moigtinters
and warm, dry summers. Most rain falls betweel®ctober and April. Summer temperatures can
exceed 80° Fahrenheit in the afternoon, thoughthis is moderated by ocearbreezes.Due to the
prevailing climate and granite-derived soils, vegetation cover is naturally sage scrub, chaparral, and
trees including oakspeciesand sycamore in thevalleys. If aboriginal peoples used controlled burning
for management of the landscape (King 1993:29898; Timbrook et al 1993:129134), native (now
mostly extirpated) grasses may have been dominate in the valleys or more abundant in esdvanna
environments, and the lower hill slopes may have supported a sagerub-chaparral community
(Bean and Lawton 1993:3742). Animal species during recent aboriginal times included those
known to be present today and such large mammals as mountain lion, blackabegrizzly bear, and
antelope.

2.2 Cultural Setting
221 Prehistoric Co ntext

The term "prehistoric period” refers to the period of precontact Native California lifeways and
traditions prior to the arrival of Euroamericans.

It is widely acknowledged that human occupation in the Americas began only about 13,000 or more
years ago (all dates presented here are calibrated radiocarbon ages or calendar dates). However,
recent discoveries in areas outside of California have pushed that age back several thousand years
more to about 15,000 or even perhaps up to nearly 20,000 years@@Smith and Barker 2017).

To describe and understand the cultural processes that occurred during prehistory, archaeologists
have routinely developed a number of chronological frameworks to correlate technological and
cultural changes recognized in the athaeological record. These summaries bracket certain time
spans into distinct archaeological horizons, traditions, complexes, and phases.

There are many such models even for the various stiegions of Southern California (cf. Graysgn
2011; Warren, 1984; Jones and Klar2007). Given the variety of environments and the mosaic of
diverse cultures within California, prehistory is typically divided into specific subregions that

7080/ Adams Avenue Affordable Housin/ultifamily Development Page2-1
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include: the Interior of Southeastern California and the Mojave Desert (Warremd Crabtree 1986)
and San Diego and the Colorado Desert (Meighd®54; True 1958, 1970).

Many archaeologists tend to follow the regional syntheses adapted from a scheme developed by
William J. Wallace in 1955 and modified by others (Wallacd978; Warren, 1968; Chartkoff and
Chartkoff, 1984; Moratto, 1984; Sutton et al, 2007 and others). Although the beginning and ending
dates vary, the general framework of prehistory in the area consists of the following four periods:

i Paleoindian and Lake Mojave Periods [Pleistocene and Early Holocene] (ca. 11000 B.C. to
6000 B.C.). This time period is characterized by highly mobile foraging strategies and a
broad-spectrum subsistence pursuits. These earliest expressions of aboriginal occupation in
America were markedby the use of large dart or spear points (Fluted and Concave Base
Points) that are an element of the Western Clovis expression. Following the earliest portions
of this time span there was a change in climate coincident with the retreat of the glaciers.
Large bodies of water existed and lakeside aboriginal adaptations were common. Large
stemmed points (Western Stemmed Lake Mojave and Silver Lake) accompanied by a wide
variety of formalized stone tools were employed with the aid of atlatls and are represtative
of an adaptation that was in part focused on lacustrine environments.

1 Millingstone Horizon [Middle Holocene] (ca. 6000 B.C. to A.D. 1000), during which mobile
hunter-gatherers became more sedentary and plant foods and small game animals came to
the forefront of indigenous subsistence strategies. This prehistoric cultural expression is
often characterized by a large number of millingstones, with especially wethade, deep
basin metates and formalized, portable handstones (manos). Additionallyhe cultural
assemblage is dominated by an abundance of scraping tools (including scraper planes and
pounding/pulping implements), and only a slight representation of dart tipped- projectile
points (Pinto, Elko and Gypsum types).

1 Late Prehistoric Period (ca. A.D. 1000 to 1500), during which a more complex social
organization, more diversified subsistence base and an extensive use of the bow and arrow
is evidenced. Small, light arrow points (Rose Spring Series), expedient millingstones and,
later, pottery mark this period along with the full development of regional Native cultures
and tribal territories;

91 Protohistoric Period (ca. A.D. 1500 to 1700s) ushered in londistance contacts with
Europeans, and thereby led to the Historic Period (ca. A.D. 1700 tontemporary times).
Small arrow points are recognized as Desert Sideotched and Cottonwood forms and are a
hallmark of this time period.

2.2.2 Ethnohistoric Context

The project area lies within a region that was occupied by people whose language belongs te th
Takic group of the UteAztecanlinguistic stock, and who became known historically as the Luis®,

or Juanefio depending on which th@earby Spanish Franciscan missions, San Luis Rey or San Juan
Capistrano, they were associated with. Some investigatorkroeber, 1925, Sparkman 1908, Strong,
1929:275) recognized dialect differences between the Luig® and the Juanefio, while others (White
1963:91, Bean and Shipekl 978:550) stress the social relatedness and consider them a single ethnic
nation. Intraditional times the Juanefid Acjachemei) and coastal Luis@o considered themselves
together as thePayomkawichunh T O O 7 A O GlAndhbtona983).Brhekdrrent preferred term
isO! OA Atke@Eople) which will be used here.To the east were theculturally related Cahuilla,
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whose language also belongs to the Cupan subgroup of the Takic familthe culturally somewhat
similar but Yuman-speakingKumeyaaywere to the south. The study aress situated inthe north-
central part of the classicalO! O A Ald&n@in.

According to the recent research of several prehistorians, Takgpeakinggroups were not the first
inhabitants of the region. Arclaeologists suggest that thi in-migration may have occurred as early

as the Middle Holocene, replacing omore likely, intermarrying with indigenous Hokan speakers
(Howard and Raal 1993; Porcasj 1998). The O! O A A& dpied a section of coastline extending
between the San Joaquin Hills in Orange County at the northwest and Agua Hedionda estuary in San
Diego Couny to the southeast. The territory extended inland to include the Palomar Mountains to
the southeast and much of the Santa Ana Mountains to the northwest and out into the San Jacinto
Valley, encompassing some 1,500 square miles that incorporate the entifan Luis Rey River
watershed, most of the Santa Margarita River watershed, and Temescal Creek north of Lake Elsinore
in Riverside County.

The O! O A Adgi@ed in permanent, welldefined villages and associated seasonaamps Each
village contains 35 to 0 persons; these consisted of a single lineage in the smaller villages, and of a
dominant clan joined with other families in the larger towns. As Boscana said of thécjachemen
branchh OA1 1 OEA OAT AEAOE A Orelatichshipo Hgirihgioh, ©o84432)] BachA OET C|
clan/village had its own resource territory and was politically independent, yetmaintained ties to
others through economic, religious and social networks in thenmediate region. There were three
hierarchic al social classes: the elit class consisting of chiefly families, lineage heads and other
ceremonial specialists; middle class of established and successful families; and finally, there were
people of disconnected or wandering families and captives of war (Beah976:109-111). Native
leadership consisted of the Nota, or clan chief, who conducted community rites and regulated
ceremonial life in conjunctionwith the council of elders, opuuplem which was made up of lineage
heads and ceremoniatpecialistsin their own right. This body discussed and decided upon matters
of the community,which were then carried out by the Nota and his staff.

The hereditary village chief held aradministrative position that combined andcontrolled religious,

economical and warfare powers. While thelacementof residential huts of a village as not regulated,

OEA AAOAITTEAIT AT AI T OOOA j OAT NOEOEQ AT A OrA AEEAE
Boscana (1933:37) states:

The temples . . . were invariably erected inthe center of their towns, and
contiguous to the dwellingplace of the captain, or chief; notwithstanding their
houses were scattered about without any particular regard to order [actually a
contemporary census study would likely have shown familygroupings], still,
they manageto have the location of his house as near the middle as possible.

The Notahad anassistant whoacted as messenger and who hachportant religious duties as well.
There was an advisory council known as the puuplem, which consisted of ritual specialists and
shamans, each with his own social area of knowledge about the environment or ritual magithese
positions were hereditary with eachman training a successor fran his own lineage orfamily who
shows the proper innate abilities.

As a strongly patrilineal society, residence had been regarded astrilocal, but use of theFamily
Reconstruction methodology with the Mission San Juan Capistrano sacramental registers has

indicated a number of births atthel T OEAG@8 OACA AO xAl 1 AQ2082) BEEOA O
patrilocality does dominate. Polygyny was practiced, but primarily by chiefsand puuls with
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ceremonial positions who had largereconomic roles within the community (Boscana 1933:44).

Sororal polygamy is also seen in the Capistrano recordsDivorce was not easy, but possible.

Divorcees and widows could remarry; the latter prefAOAAT U O1T A Al AOOEZAEAAODIT C
deceased husband. Marriag@as used as a mechanism of politics, ecology and economikceportant

lineages were allied through marriage and reciprocally useful alliances were arranged between

groups if differing ecological niches.

A characteristic of being socially differentiated from neighboring social groups is seen iheir
external relations, which Beanand Shipek (1978:551) depicts as follows:

The Luisdio tendedtoward an isolationist policy except whenexpanding, which
they did through warfare and marriage. They were considered by their
neighborsto be dangerous and warlike expansionists, and opinion supported by
their more highly developed warfare structure incorporating war leadership
duties in the handsof the n6t, or chief, and an initiated warrior class.

Plant foods were by far the largest part of the traditionatiet. The following description is taken
from the summary by Bean and Shipek (1978:552). Acorns were the mastportant single food
source; two species were usedocally. Villages were located near water sourcasecessaryfor the
leaching of acorns, which was a daily occurrenceAs an almost daily staple, the acorn mush, or
weewish could be prepared in various ways and was served as gruel, cakes, or fridtcould be
sweetenedwith honey or sugarladen berries or could be made into a stew with greens and meat.
Grass seeds were the next most abundaptant food used. Otheimportant seedswere manzanita,
sunflower, sage, chia, lemonade berry, wild roseplly-leaf cherry, prickly pear,i A1 Aur@r, and
pine nuts. Seeds were parchedjround, and cookedmuch in the same manner as weewish. Greens
such asthistleh 1 Aguakt&©@h | ET A A Qiit®sade fafi@IOvArAvare eaten raw or cooked or
sometimes dried for storage. Cactus pads and fruit were usethimbleberries, dderberries and wild
grapes were eaten raw or dried for later preparation. Cooked yucca buds, blossgnad pods
provided a sizable additonto @A T | | O1 E O tégorcesEIBUILE, roots, and tubers were dug in
the spring and summer and usually eaten freshMushrooms and tree fungus provided significant
food supplementand were prized asdelicacies Vaious teaswere made from flowers, fruits gems
androots for medicinal cures as well as beverages.

The principal game animals were deer, rabbit, jackrabbit, wood rats, mice antelope and ground
squirrels and quail, dove, ducks, migratory birds and other fol. Most predators were avoided as
food as were treesquirrels and most reptiles. Trout and other fish were caught in thetreams, while
salmon were available as they ran itthe larger creeks. They were also a coastal people, and made
extensive use of marine foods in their dietz sea mammals, fish and crustaceans were hunted and
gatheredfrom both the shoreline and the operoceanused reed and dugout canoes. Shell fish were
the most heavily used marine resource, includingbalone mussels and otherérom the rocky shores,
clams and Donax from the sandy beaches, whileChioneand scallops were gathered from the
estuaries.

White (1963) proposed that for the inlandO! O A Ae@d3trial game accounted for 1525% of the
diet, while fish and marine animals provided 65%. Plant foods accounted for the remaining 685%

of the diet broken down by acorns 2530%, seeds 1525%, greens 1015% and bulbs, roots and fruits
10-15%. The® percentages would have varied according to actual placement of the village and
variations of the weather from year to year.
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Bean and Shipek (1978:550) describe th® ! O A Agzh@ving had greater population densities and a
more rigid social structure than other Takic-speakers, noting thesedifferences most clearly in
1) extensive proliferation of social statuses; 2xlearly defined ruling families that interlocked various
rancherias within the ethnic nationality; 3) a sophisticated philosophical structureassociated with
the taking of hallucinogens Qatura wrightii ); and 4) elaborate ritual paraphernalia including sand
paintings. The population of thePayomkawichumas the start of the Contact Period would have been
12,500 at a minimum.

The project area lies in the Murrieta Highlands, and the Murrieta Creek region, extending from Lake
Elsinore in the north to its confluence with Temecula Creek in the south was the location of several
O! OA Aimdek. At Lake Elsinore wa®aiahche(Kroeber, 1925:Plate 57),and in Murrieta, CARIV-
1139 and CARIV-1291 have been tentatively associated with the village ab! O A ¢éllér @nd
McCarthy, 1989:90). On the Santa Rosa Plateau, ah@her elevation and just west of Murrieta, was
Meha (Kroeber, 1925:Plate 57), andthe village of Jolollahas been tentatively located in the Santa
21T OA -1 01 OAET O AOAA AU * iAeothé Late Prehistoric//@ontaktEPeriod ¢ mmp q ¢
O! O A Aimgeisite, CARIV-2769, was reported on for Wildomar just north of Murrieta (McCarthy
1987:35), but it had notbeentied to a place name. To the south at Temecula was the village of
Temeky which is discussed below. There is also an abundance of tgpaphic place names for the
Murrieta Creek region, affixed to springs, resurce gathering localities and place of spiritual power
often harkening back to events that took place there in mythic times. These village and topographic
associations, combined \ith the several excavated village sites, demonstratiat the Murrieta area
was extensively used and heavily populated by théayomkawichum people during the Late
Prehistoric.

Murrieta Hot Springsis located approximately three miles to the east of the pject site. Termed
Tcurtukunuknu: Haki'wungHarrington, 1933: 114, 119), as a hot spring this was a sacred site to the
O! O A Ar@ @as one of the several hot springs in the region visited Buydot, theO ! O A Autidel
hero-god when he was attempting ta@wure himself (DuBois 1908). The place name is spelled variously
by different ethnographers, including Cherukanukna JaquiwungOxendine dissertation), Cheruka
Oarge rock near Temecula; a few miles the other side of the railroad station near Murriéta
(Sparkman in DuBois 1908: 134) and Paasa ShaqgiwungMurrieta hot springs, meaning hot water
(Harrington, 1933: 114, 119)

Prehistoric roots for the 0! O A A@t@dd are seenarchaeologicallyin phases of the San Luis Rey
Complex. By about A.D. 1400, Sanis Rey | had appeared as a distinct regiontiadition against the
more generalized Late Prehistoric pattern with the addition of mortar-and-pestle technology to a
continuing manoc-and-metate technology. This addedechnological component suggests a greater
reliance onacornsas a food staple, facilitating the support of larger populations andenser, more
permanent population aggregates. There are also some indications that portable metsiteised in
earlier periods, werelAOCAT U AAAT AT T AA ET EAOT O 1T &£ AAAOT AE 1 EI
1973). Both metates and bedrockslabgbasins are thought to have been associated with the
processing of small seeds, but a change toward theatter and use of freestanding and/or bedrock
mortars would suggest an emphasis upon acorn processing. San Luis Rey | people practiced
cremations, as opposed to the earlier practice of humation, andthe presence of smaller projectile
points argues for ntroduction of the bow and arrow. Beginning by about A.D. 1700, San Luis Rey |l
emerged with the addition of ceramic use and manufacture t@n otherwise stable San Luis Rey |
assemblage This crucial technologial change significantly increased food st@yge capabilities, in
part accounting for therelatively large size and number of permanent settlements noted for the
O! O A Ayzeérly Sparish explorers and missionaries.
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The first Franciscan establishment irPayomkawichumnterritory and the broader region was Mission
SanJuanCapistrang founded in 177. Priests from here proselytized thammediately surrounding
Acjachemeras well as themain body ofO! O A Ad@itB fo the San Luis Rey River regioand out into
the San Jacinto ValleyWith the 1792 founding of Mission San Luis Rey to the south, conversion of
the main body ofO! O A A&)éniin earnest, including ssistencia and ranchos at Pala, Temecula,
Soboba and Las FloresAs early as 1542, however, th® laa@umhad beenin contact with the Spanish
during the historic coastalexpedition of Juan Rodriguez Cabirillo But it was not until A.D.1769 that
the Spaniards took steps to colonized ! O A Aafids iterritory. Shortly afterwards, most of the
O! O A Averéihcorporated into the two missions (Engelhardt, 1922). Due to introduced diseases,
dietary deficiencies, and forcefulreduccion (removal of nonragrarian Native populations to the
mission compound),the population dwindled rapidly from these impacts.Due toa variation on the
settlement plan, however, at San Luis Rey, wherein a large portion of the aboriginal population was
allowed to live in the three districts mentioned, a large body oO! O A ApfoPer survived in the
Palomar Mountains. During the late 9th century several of these communities were given
reservation lands that remain to this day. The Pechanga Band of Mission Indians and the Pala Band
of Mission Indians are the two reservations closest to th@roject site. The Acjachemengroup,
however,who had intermarried with numerous O! O A A Gther Takiclanguagesspeaking tribal
membersbrought to Mission San JuaiCapistrano as neophytesalso faced extensive population loss
and nearcultural genocide,and did not receive lands or compensation from the government.

2.2.3  Historic Context
2.2.3.1 Spanish / Mexican Era

The first Europeans to explore the area that would become the state of California were members of
the A.D. 1542 expedition of Juan Rodriguez Cabrillo. Cabrillo sailalong the coast of California, but
did not explore the interior. Europeans did not attempt inland exploration until 1769, when
Lieutenant Colonel Gaspar de Portola led an overland expedition from San Diego to Monterey. This
expedition of 62 peoplein August 1769 passedthrough O! O A Aagii€dut west of the current study
area (Brown,2001)8 01T 00T T UBO BPAAEOEIT T | Aéi&thpithe®rahishAACET T |
government to colonize Alta California, apparently under perceived threat to Spanidioldings in

California from the presence of Russian settlements in AlaskBéck and Williams 1972).

$AOGAT T PI AT O T £ OEA &OAT AEOAAT / OAARAOS8O AEAET 1T £ I E
Diego de Alcala in 1769, led ultimately to substantiaD lag@umdepopulation as a result if imported

diseases, human concentration at Mission San Luis Rey, and the replacement of a hungiatpering

economy by European farming and especially livestock herding land use practices. In 1797, Juan

Norberto de Santia@, a Franciscan priest, with Captain Pedro Lisalde, seven soldiers and five natives

left Mission San Juan Capistrano and visited the village Démekuin Temecula Valley while seeking

a suitable site to establish another missionGity of Temecula2000). At that time,O! O A Ailageb

filled the Temecula and Temescal valleys,hile Cahuilla settlements were located on the east side of

the San Jacinto ValleyJohnsonA 1 A/, 80014 Hhe traditionalO! O A Ailtael of Exva Temeky

situated at the confuence of Temecula and Murrieta Creeks, wdmth a major settlement and the

i1 AAGEIT 1 & EECEI U OE gbrédmidives. MissodFah (id Res He FakcA OOE A
was establishedin 1798 approximately 20 miles southwest of Temekuvillage. Temecula Valley was

ET Al OAAA ET OEA [T EOOEI 160 AAI ET EOOOAOEOA EOOEOAEAC
for the region, as signified by the construction of a granary, chapel, and residence for the majordomo

at the village (Hudson 1981).
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Mexico rebelled against Spain in 1810, and by 1821, Mexico, including California, achieved
independence. The Mexican Republic began to grant private land to citizens to encourage emigration
to California. Huge land grant ranchos took up large sechs of land in California. Ranchos
surrounded the mission lands in all directions. The mission landsad beenheld in trust for Native
peoples by the Franciscan missionaries for eventual redistributionFollowing secularization of the
missions underMexicanrule in 1832, however,former Mission lands were opened ugor settlement

by Mexican colonists.

Local O! O A Av@ré iresponsible for establishing the second Temecula, on the south bank of
Temecula Creek, about this time (Drover, Cerreand/ & . ,#980). As a byproduct of secularization,
the Little Temecula Rancho was granted toex-Mission San Luis Rey neophyt®ablo Apis who
founded the new village ofTemeculafor fellow displaced®! O A Aigabrhembers. AfterCalifornia

achievedstatehoodin 1850, U.S.Deputy Surveyor Henry Washington called this secondsettlement

on thesouth ban of Temecula# OAAE OEA O) 1 AEAT 6EI 1 ACA198486p 1 1 A

This became a stop for the Butterfield Overland Mal Route along the southern edge of thiggrant
Trail priortothe 51 E OA A CBilWaO Boliodiing the 1846 war, settlers arrived in the valley in
large numbers, purchasindand to graze sheep and cattle in the scrublands and raise wheat aother
crops in thefertile valleys.

2.2.3.2 American Era

The MexicarAmerican War of 1846 saw the invasion of California from both land and sea. Following
several skirmishes in the San Diego and Los geles areas, and the capture of the territorial capital

in Monterey, the United States rule was firmly established.California became a United States
territory in 1846, per the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo that ended the Mexicadmerican War.
Following the rapid influx of population to the north because of the Gold Rush of 1849, California was
made a state in 1850. The economic and social order was slow to change in the southern portion of
the state, however, and rancheros were left in control of their vasestates through the 1860s.
2EOAOOEAA 1 OECETAITU DPAOO T &£ ,10 'TGCATAO AT A
and had little representation in the state legislature because of the sparse population. This allowed
the predominantly Anglo pgpulation of the north to pass laws aimed at breaking up the ranches for
settlement by Eastern farmers and, coupled with devastating droughts that crippled many livestock
raisers, their dismemberment sooncame(Cleland, 1951).

In 1873, Domingo Pujol, Franisco Sanjurjo, and Juan and Ezequiel Murrieta acquired tviexican
era land grants-- the Rancho Pauba and Rancho Temecula, comprisagombined52,000 acres.
Ezequiel returned to Spain and left the land to his younger brother, Juan Murrieta (184%936), who
brought 7,000 sheep to the valley in 1873, using the meadows tpazehis sheep. Subsequently, the
partnership dissolved in 1876, and Ezequiel and Juan Murrieta retained 15,000 acres of the northern
half of the Temecula Rancho. Ezequiel and Juan Mutdeconvened awarded a onehundred-foot
wide to the California Southern Railroad through the Temecula Rancho on April 28, 1882 (Roberts
2006). The Southern California Railroad laid tracks that linked the valley to the southern
transcontinental route. In 1884, the Temecula Land and Water Company purchasédd,500 acres
from Juan Murrieta; the Land and Water Company then mapped a townsite along the California
Southern Railroad, which allowed others taettle the valleyfollowing construction of the train depot

in 1887 which connected Murrieta to the Southern California Railroad's transcontinental route
(Roberts, 2006).

In 1890 it was estimated that 800 people lived in Murrieta. In 1935 the trai®nded its stop hereand
tourists ? who provided a significantporE T T T £ OEA &1 wetehadd tdcArhel by dnd)
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the economic boom was gone. The calm lasted for 50 years until a new community began a period of
exponential growth. Inadvertently, the extension of Interstate 15, which was built in 1980 through
the vdley, was the impetus foranother economic boom-- building affordable housing (Roberts
2006). Murrieta had experienced the boom due to the train and the hot springs gradually dying,
leaving Murrieta as a small country town(City of Murrieta, 2021). During the late 1980s, suburban
areas were constructed, and people began moving to Murrieta area from cities and towns in San
Diego and Orange Counties, and other parts of Riverside County as the populatjoew.

In 1990, residents campaigned for citystatus and incorporated the City of Murrieta on July 1, 1991.
When Murrieta officially became a city, it was already home to more than 24,000 residents. By 2005,
more than 85,000 people had moved to the community, making it one of the five largest in Risle
County.This rapid growth is seen in that merely two years later2007, the city's population further
increased to an estimated 97,257 residents, and at the 2010 United States Census was 103,466,
making it the largest city in southwestern Riverside Qanty at that time.

2.2.3.3 Project Site Land Use History

Use of the project site during thesarly 20t century to presentwas determined using historic aerial
photos and USGS topographic mag®lETROnNIling 2021). The aerial photo from 1938 indicates that
the project site and surrounding region was opeffiarm land with afarm house andbarnin the project
parcel. Trees and shrubs are located around the house as well as a single drive way to the farm house
from the mainroad, Adams Avenue, stilllirt at this time. The next available arial photographis from
1967 and showsthe surrounding areacontinuing to be used agarmland and a now largerhouse and
barn at the end of a treelined drive in the project site. The surrounding area is comprised of
agriculture, but there are more buildings inthe area. In the 1978 aerial photograph, the property
appears generally the same though there are several smalbbuildings in front of the house within
trees, but the area surrounding the project aea has changega large building is on the southwest
corner (currently a feed and grain store)and some buildings to the south east (a ldknown to have
been given as payment to a laborer)The 1996 aerial photo shows no changes on the project site, but
there is now a row of homes across Adams AvenueBy the time the 2005 aerial photograph was
taken the surrounding area was no longer being used for agriculturéA residential neighborhood to
the northwest is present along with the residences to the southest. Several smaller structures
appear and disappear throughout the project area between 2009 and 201@hese may represent
movable trailers.

United State Geological Survey (USG®pbgraphic mapsprepared from 1943 through 1971 do not
indicate any chamge in land use or improvementover the years(USGS$1943, 1955, 1962, 1971) All

of the maps show a singlestructure in the project site in the farmhouse locationwith the current
surrounding road configuration present. The 1975topographic map showstwo structures (likely
representing the house and the barn which had always been there), a large building on the southwest
corner of the block (in a lot that had been sold; now a feed and grain store), as well as two structures
to the northwest on the block (in a lot that had been soldjUSGS, 1975)This depiction of roads and
buildings remains the same through the next two topo map iterations (USGE®79, 1986). The 1962
topographic map indicates multiple water ways around the project sitecoming from higher
elevations to the north and branching to the west and east sides of the block, but not througfUtSGS,
1962), all entering Murrieta Creek to the southwestane about 0.5 mile to the northwest and another
stream 0.25 mile to thesoutheast The 2015 and 2018 USGS maps are a new style that do not indicate
structures, but new roads to the north portion of the block indicate that more intensive housing had
been built nearby the project parce(USGS2015, 2018).
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During the pedestriansurveyd - AOAE th c¢mnecph AOAEAAT T T CEOO 30ADE
past owner of the parcel (born in Murrieta in 1950). Mr. Sykeqpersonal communication 2021)

provided a history of the farm which had belong to and been used by his family for almost 96ars.

Thefollowing information comes from this interview..

Thefarm, aful20 AAOAO AO OEA AACETTET GCh xAO MOoLAmkeAA AU
1929 from the County for $10.00z what was owed on the property for back taxes. At the timthe

land extendednorth/south from Juniper Street on the west and Ivy Street on the east; and the same

depth as now half way to Jefferson Avenue to the north with the same south boundary along Adams

Avenue as today. In 1943 the farm was given to his fathas a wedding present by his grandfather.

# Al OET 8 O b Al H@Or in Mudridta io 1906) and Nina Sykes

The original house andthe current barn where were already on theproperty when his grandfather

purchased it; he believes thdousewas built in 1896. Thefamily replaced the originalhousein 1962

with another house they brought from Van BurerStreetin Riverside. While that house was being

prepared on the location of the orginal house, the original house was moved to thedge of Adams

I OAT OA A 1 EOOI A O OEA xAOO jTAAO OEA xAOAO POI B £
house was ready. Then the old house was demolishedr. Sykeshelieves the barn was bilt around

1917.

Howard SykesA T T A O ArpAn@ioh&y farming on the parcelz without use of irrigation. Hay was
the only crop he mentioned. The last crop was planted in the 1980s. His father died 2005. Calvin
never conducted farming on his own.

The main house had a windmill and a water tank. Later they had a well and punmstalled next to

the edge of Adams Avenue. The man his father hired to do this work was paid with a piece of the

parcel on the northeast corner (there are now several homes on thiot). This was regarded as a fair

trade back then for the labor and equipment. The pump mechanism is still in place a few feet from

the sidewalkz) T OAOEAAA 11 OEA DPOI P8O ABHAOAREEAEAGEEDOI O
period Calvin gave.

Mr. Sykes pointed out a marking in the Adams Avenue concrete sidewalk directly in the driveway
AT OOAT AA O1 OEA pOiI PAOOUS 4EEO EO Al 0306 xEOE A
EEO ZAITEI UBO AAOOI A AOAT Anssidewalk Wrerkii waspBure® A1 £ ET OAOE,

At the time the Sykes purchased the Adams Avenue parcel, the extendenhifg already had other
farms and ranches in the Murrieta area- O 8  3gthidfathér Amosraised black Angus cattleear
Hayes and Tenaja roads aouple miles awayfrom the project site. The anly cows here had been
brought romEEO COAT [Dovie®#kdsOudro in Murrieta in 1888)farm. They anly had cats
and dogs themselves no livestock. A small wooden house of their grandmothers from her
farm/ranch was moved from her original place to thigarm property for her to live in. This building
was locateddown a path andimmediately north from the main house This small housdurned down
not too long aggq after Mr. Sykes sold theproperty to the City of Murrieta along with an adjacent
wood-working shedAAOx AAT OEA COAT Ai T OEAOGO ET OOA AT A OEA |

The Sykesfamily alsoEAA A O, T inMarrie2a Albnd thé Santa Gertrudis River, near Cherry
Street; they did use flood irrigatobn there from the river to raise alfalfa.Calvin sid they sold some of
this land for use in the freeway (115).

- 08 3UEAOG AZAOEAO A EshligsFAmoscCr budley A#aAd TOyléa (Poilt) Sykds E O
inherited the property, which theysold to the City of Murrieta in 2009.
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3.0 RESEARCH METHODS

This cultural resources inventory and related archival research included a background
archaeological records check (archival research) at thElC University of California at Riverside a
Sacred Lands File search request to the NAHC, and the list of Id¢alive American entities to contact
from the NAHC. A pedestrian cultural resource survey of the entipgoject area was conducted. This
report presents the results of all of these cultural resourcedasks including cultural resource
management recommendabns.

3.1 Records Search

A cultural resource records search b¥ICstaff was requested March 3, 2021the local CHRIS facility
for Riverside County Due to restrictive access protocols resulting from the COMVI® pandemic
there have been delays in the records search process. (Communicatidrom Eulices Lopez,
Administrative / Coordinator Assistant of the EIC on April 2, 2021.) The records search vas
completed May7, 2021. That research was coducted to identify cultural resources on or near the
project site. The EIC material was reviewed to identify resources that have been previously evaluated
for historic significance and to identify any previous completed cultural resources survey reports.

The California State Historic Resources Inventory fdRiverside Countywasreviewed to identify local
cultural resources that have been previously evaluated for historic significare, as well as survey
reports. The following were also searched andreviewed: the official records and maps for
archaeological sites and surveys in National Register of Historic Places; Listed Properties and
Determined Eligible Properties (2012), California Register of Historical Resources (2012), California
Points of Historical Interest (2012), California Inventory of Historic Resources (1976), California
Historical Landmarks (2012), Handbook of North American Indians, Vol. 8, California (1978), and
Historic Spots in California (2002).The scope of the records search inclugka 05-mile radius buffer
zone of theprojectd O (sdkAttachment A, Figure 3) to assess the sensitivity of th@roject site for
subsurface archaeological resources and to assist in determining the potential to encounter such
resources, especially prehistorie i.e., Native American cultural remains, during earthrmoving
activities associated with the undertaking.

3.2 Field Survey

OnMarch 4,202h | OAEAAT 1 1T CEOO 30APEAT prvjéctafekioltondud@ 8 8 h 20!
pedestrian survey. During the survey, th project site was carefully inspected for any indication of

human activities dating to the prehistoric or historic periods (i.e., 50 years or older)The project site

is an undeveloped former farm with a barn and patches of debris from three former strtures.

Therefore, there were no resrictions to observation of the surface aside from vegetation growth,

which was extensive.

3.3 Native American Outreach

OnMarch 2,202, Mr./ 6. AET OAT O A OANOAOGO O1 OEA . AGEOA 11 AO
email notifying them of the proposedproject activities and describing its location. The NAHC was

requested to conduct a search of its Sacred Lands FilBLF) @Attachment C), aswell as to make
recommendations as to the local Native American tribes and organizations that should be contacted

regarding knowledge they may have on local traditional cultural properties and possible concerns

they may have about potential impacts to ctliral resources resulting from implementation of the
proposedproject. 4 EA #1T 1 1 EOOET 160 3, & OAOMartna1,20810Rne1® AAAEOA,
tribes and Native American individuals recommended by the NAHC were contacted by nagild email

on March 12, 2021

7080/ Adams Avenue Affordable Housin/ultifamily Development Page3-1
Phase | Cultural Resources Survey April 2021



X FINDINGSX

4.0 FINDINGS

4.1 Records Search
4.1.1  Recorded Archaeological Sites

Based on theEICcultural resources records search, it was determined thatere are noprehistoric
or historic cultural resource previously recorded within the project site boundary. Within the
half-mile buffer zone, there have beern6l recorded prehistoric (seven) and historicera (54)
resources. Table 4.1-1 summarizes these resources.

The 54 historic-era resourcesbreak down to 40 residences 12 commercial and civic buildings, and

two linear features(seeTable 4.1-1). The project site is situated justo the south of the original old

town of Murrieta and the great majority of these resources are situated to the north and northwest

from the farmstead, some within a couple blocks, but none adjacent to the project sifEhere appears

to have been a citywide inventory of historic structures undertaken in 1983, and another in

2004/ 2005 (for example R33-007471), which recorded the vast majority othesestructures. (There

is no apparently relatedreport associatedwith theseefforts provided by the EIC) The 40residences

range in construction date from 1885 through 1954, with the majority built from 1914 through 1935.

Theyrange inperiod popular styles of Craftsmarand Bungalow to Ranch and Vernacular. There are

12 commercialalA AEOEA AOEI AET ¢O OAAT OAAAh ET Al OAET ¢ CAO
Club, elementary school and post offices, among others. The two linear features are an historic road,

Los Alamos Road that runs from French Valley to Murrieta, and an histe'A A£AT AA 1 ET A8 j oo
later farm home that was transportedthere in the early 1960s would have beepresent during the

1983 historic properties survey, but the original residence dating to thenid-1890s had already been
demolishedby this time. Similar to the 1917 barn still present at the Sykes farm,r@ of the historic

sites, R33-007469, did have a barn recorded, but only as an element with the 1918 residence.)

The three prehistoric sites (CARIV-1086, -13107, and-13977), three prehistoric isolates (R33-
012344, -012345,-028178) and the one historic isolate (P33-028179), are consistently located to
the south-southwest of the project boundary. The large midden site of CARIV-1086 lies
approximately 735 metersto the south-southwest of the projectd O OT O O E Aléhg vy Sireétl A O
First recorded in 1963 by Chacgbased onlocal resident Mr. Tarwaterd O A A O AsGuo® Kh&wn 1
and surrounding flat from which artifacts AOA OA DT OO A A40-acdddpddelampEokiriately A
150 meters northeast of Murrieta Creek, and possiblypot hunted (Chase 1963:1) As a result of
subsequent surveys andcultural resource managementprojects it was eventually described by
Aislin-Kay, Gillean and Sankatkins in 2010 as beingsome 495 meters by 210 meters along the east
side of Ivy Street fromWashington Avenue on the north to New Clay Street on the souttontaining

a flake, a mortar bowl fragment, a metate, ansvo manosrecoveredduring monitoring. There is also
an historic component of a domestic refuse deposit including a variety of ceramics, flatware, cans,
metal fragments and glass bottles including items with manufacturing dates ranging from the 1910s
through the 1950s (Atkins-Kay et d. 2010:5). In 2005 Shaverrecording two fire-affected rock
features here during monitoring. Resulting from survey work in this area along the east edge of lvy
Street, Shepard (2003a and 2003b) recorded two isolate prehistoric artifacts -- groundstone
(possibly a bifacial mano fragment [P33-12344]) and a metavolcanic flake (FP33-012345) --
approximately 670 meters south-southwest of the current project boundary, which are within the
area Aislin-Kay et al. later associated with RIV¥1086, which would extend the siteboundary. The
location of CARIV-13107 is approximately 795 meters to the southrsouthwest of the project
AT O1T AAOUBS O O1 VGBI Tcbnsigtd 0Od sdaied of artifacts including afoken metate,
one lithic flake and one quartz core over an area that stretches 25.5 meters east to weshus site
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33-13107 andisolates 33-12344, 3312345, 332817 and 3328179 are allcomponents of site CA
LAN-1086.

CARIV-13977 located approximately 150 meters tothe west of the project boundary, consists of a

large scatter ofprehistoricaOOE AAA OO AT A AAT £FZAAOO 1T OAO A1l AOAA OE

southeast and 30 meters northeasOT OOEx AOOh AT OAOET ¢ AT A QAM
2004:1). The surface scatter consists of one andesite domed core/scraper, two fragments of fire
effected cobble, and a fire effected mano fragmenthere is also arhistoric component consistingof

a glass bottle fragment (d.atchford Glass Cdbottle dating between 1925z 1970), six ceramic sherds
from a plate, a bowl, and twounidentified wares along with seeds pits and a rabbit and alarge
mammalbone (Ash2004:1). This site is locatedwithin the boundary of the Sykes farm as purchased
in the 1920s, in the southwest corner of the original property. It was discovered duringionitoring

of grading, presumably forconstruction of the housing development that covers the western third of
the farm; an aerial phdo from 2002 shows this parcel occupied by three homes with rows of trees
and open land, while in 2005 construction of the current housing development was well underway
with all streets in place and the northern set of homes built.

Table 4.1-1
KNOWN CULTURL RESOURCES WITHIN A O-BIILE RADIUS OF THE APE

Site Number Author(s) Date Description

Paul Chace & Mr. 1963
Tarwater, n/a

L. Burgess, n/a 1976

This prehistoric site consists of an
extensive midden measuring 800m by
800m with flakes, mano and metates, and
pottery fragments. Some historic glass
bottles were also present.

L. Burgess, Curatointern,
P-33-001086 San Bernardino County 1977
Museum

C. Shaver, EDAW, Inc. 2005

M. Aislin-Kay/J.M Sanka, | 2010
Atkins

This historic fence lineis comprised of a
variety of fence posts, including sticks,
fragments of railroad ties, and
miscellaneous pieces of scrap woods
well asa two-strand wire with two -point
wire barb (Glidden's Barh.

This irregular shaped historic building
was builtin 1936 as arough concrete
‘cooler' embedded with locally available
rock and used for storingwater from the
adjacent well, as well as cold house for
stored food.

This single-story Bungalow style residence
was constructedpre-1914 with a
composition shingle gable roofclapboard
siding with latticework and wood shingle
siding, a recessed corner porcltOriginally
used as garsonage for the minister of the
Gothic Revival styleMethodist Church
next door.

Jean Keller, Consulting

P-33-005785 Archeologists 1995

Jean Keller, Consulting

P-33-005787 Archeologists 1995

J. OxendineRiverside

P-33-007427 County Historical Comm. | 1983
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Site Number Author(s) Date Description
This single-story Vernacuar Ranchstyle
P-33-007432 J. Oxendine, Riverside residence was constructed in 1894 with a
County Historical Comm. | 1983 composition shingle gableroof, shiplap
siding, and a hip and shed rofed porch
across the front of the house
This single-story board and batten style
P.33-007433 J. Oxendine, Riverside wood framed residencewas constructed
County Historical Comm. | 1983 in 1920 with a composition shingle gable
roof, and board and batten clapboard
siding.
This two-story Vernacular Wood Frame
P.33-007434 J. Oxendine, Riverside residencewith Victorian elements was
County Historical Comm. | 1983 constructed in 1898 with a composition
shingle gable andshed roof, clapboard
siding, and a small porch with gable roof.
This single-story bungalow style residence
P.33-007439 J. Oxendine, Riverside was constricted in 1910 with a
County Historical Comm. | 1983 composition shingle gableroof, central
chimney, exposed eaves, clapboard siding
a partially enclosed pord.
The single-story bungalow style residence
P-33-007442 R. Wickerd, Riverside was constructed in1920 with a
County Historical Comm. | 1983 composition shingle gable roof, exposed
eaves, a gableoofed, stucco and shingle
siding, and an enclosed porch.
\C]:.o(aﬁttendme, Rlver5|de 1983 This two-story VernacularRanchstyle
y Historical Comm. ; . i
P.33-007443 re5|denc_ewas constructeo_l in 1900 with a
R. Alter, K. Crawford, S. wqod sh_lngle gablg and h_|p roofs, corbeled
Moomijian, Archaeos 2004 brick chimneys, shiplap siling, and two
porches.
: : This two-story VernacularRanchstyle
P-33-007448 ‘éovl:/;;nzriggxgggﬁ mm. | 1983 residenc_ewas c_onst_ructed in 1885 with a
wood shingle highpitched gable roof,
shiplap siding, and a wood floor porch.
This single-story Vernacular Wood Frame
. . : residence was constructed between 1913
P33-007449 | % O‘aﬁfy“ﬂ'gféri';fgdrﬁm_ Lega | and 1914with a composition gableroo,
exposed rafters stucco siding, and an
enclosed porch with foursquare porch
posts.
: : . This single-story Vernacular Wood Frame
P-33-007452 \éo?rifynﬂir']slta(’)rli:\::lgfés (I)c:r?m. 1983 residengg was _constrL_lcted in 1916 with a
composition shingle hiproof, clapboard
siding, with a gableroofed overdoor.
This single-story Vernacular Ranchstyle
: . : residencewas constructed in1888 with a
P-33-007456 Eaﬁﬁ'fykﬁﬁgioﬁ'ﬁf?g?nm. 1083 composition shingle gable and hip roof,
shiplap siding, two front doors,and a hip
roofed veranda with eight square porch
posts.
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Site Number Author(s) Date Description
Oxendine, J., Rerside 1983 This single-story Vernacular Wood Frame
CountyHistorical Comm. residence was constructed in 1920 with
composition shingle gableand shedroof,
P-33-007462 Alter, R., K. Crawford, and | 2004 board and batten siding, exposed eaves,
S. Moomjian, Archaeos and a simple porch with two squareporch
posts. The property also includes aecond
Smallwood, Josh, CRM 2004 small wood framehouse, a garage, and a
Tech tankhouse.
This singlestory Vernacular Wood Frame
P.33-007463 J. Oxendine, Riverside residence was constructed irl920 with a
County Historical Comm. | 1983 composition shingle gable roofclapboard

siding, exposed eaves, andsimple porch
with three porch posts.
This single-story Colonial Revival
commercial buildin gwas constructed in
1900 and used as a restaurant and ice
cream parlor. The building hasa
composition low gable roof andfalse front,
clapboard siding and originalfront, an
eyelid gable roof, a cornice withdentils,
and six Tuscan Order columns.
J. Oxendine, Riverside 1983 This singlestory Vernacular Ranchstyle
County Historical Comm residence was constructed in 1900 with
wood shingle gable roof, clapboard,
Jeanette A McKenna, 2016 shiplap and wood shingle sidingand a
McKenna et al. shed roofed front porch.
This two-story Dutch Colonialresidence
was constructed in 1925with a wood
shingle gambrd and mansardroof, a
P-33-007467 J. Oxendine, Riverside corbeled brick chimney, stuccasiding over
O 1983 . ; -
County Historical Comm. hollow tile bricks, canvas awningover
each front window, a@Palladiandfront
door with sidelights, and a porch with
gable roofwith curvilinear inner surface.
This one and onehalf story Provincial

J. Oxendine, Riverside

P-33-007464 County Historical Comm. | 1983

P-33-007465

J.Oxendine, Riverside 1982 Eclecticresidence was constructed in
P-33-007468 County Historical Comm. 1930 with a wood shingle high-pitched
gable roof, stucco siding, exposkeaves,
R. Alter, K. Crawford, and 2004 end wall chimney, and front porch with
S. Moomijian, Archaeos front facing stucco gable andtucco
square porch columns.
. . This single story Bungalow style residence
\éov:rig/nari:sg:{sglggmm 1983 was constructed between 1917 and _15_918
P-33-007469 ’ with a single gable roof, clapboard siding,

exposed rafters, a partially enclosed porch
2016 with four square columns There is a barn
on the property.

Jeanette A McKenna,
McKenna et al.

J. Oxendine, Riverside 1983
CountyHistorical Comm.

This one andtwo-story Colonial Revival
style residencewas constructed in1885
with a wood shingle gable roof, shiplap
siding, and a long porch with wood shingle

P-33-007470 R. Alter, K. Crawford, and | 2004
S. Moomijian, Archaeos

Jean A Keller, Cultural 2015 shed roof.
Resources Consultant
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Site Number Author(s) Date Description
J. Oxendine, Riverside 1983 This one- and two-story Folk Victorian
P-33-007471 County Historical Comm. style residencewas constructed _in1885
with a corrugated metal roof, shiplap
R. Alter, K. Crawford, and | 2004 siding, anda shedroofed porch with two
S. Moomijian, Archaeos sliding glass doors.
This one- and two-story Folk Victorian
J. Oxendine, Riverside 1983 style residencewas constructedbefore
County Historical Comm. 1900 with a composition shingle gable
P-33-007473 . .
roof, shiplap siding, doublehung
R. Alter, K. Crawford, and windows, and a pergola with a narrow
- 2004 .
S.Moomijian, Archaeos corrugated metal roof over part of it
forming a very simple porch.
3. Oxendine. Riverside This one- and two-story Folk Vernacular
Cfount Histc’)rical Comm 1983 style residencewas constructedin 1890 a
P-33-007474 Y ' composition shingle gable roofshiplap
siding, a bay window, anca shedroofed
R. Alter, K Crawford, and 2004 porch along the front of the house with
S. Moomijian, Archaeos
squareporch posts.
. . This single-story Craftsman style
\éovl:/rimari’sgxs;flgimm 1983 residence was constructed between 1913
P-33-007475 Y ) and 1914 with a composition gable roof,
clapboardsiding, exposed eavesa
RAMnKCmMmQam 2004 centered front door, and a smalporch
S. Moonjian, Archaeos :
with gable roof.
J. Oxendine, Riverside This smglestory Modern Contem_porary
County Historical Comm 1983 style residence was constructed in the
P-33-007476 ’ p wo 1o GtuceoBwa@lE and a side gable
roof with a wide eaveoverhang, boxed
5' Qléirﬁnﬁér?ri\x:fr?gi’cgnd 2004 rafters, and an asphalt shingle rogfand a
) yian, centered porch Demolished in 2005
J. Oxendine, Riverside 1983
County Historical Comm
R. Alter, K. Crawford, and | 2004 This singlestory Bungalow style residence
P.33-007477 S. Moomijian, Archaeos was constructed in 1920 witha o
composition gable roof, clapboard siding
R. Alter, K. Crawford, and | 2005 and a shedroofed porch with square
S. Moomijian, Archaeos porch posts.
Jeanette A McKenna, 2016
McKenng et al.
The former Murrieta Elementary School
3. Oxendine. Riverside was constructed in 1920 in a Vernacular
C.ount Hist(’)rical Comm 1983 school style. Itis Gshaped in plan with a
P-33-007478 y ’ composition gable roof, stucco siding,
double-hung windows, shed roofed and
R. Alter, K Crawford, and 2004 arched hallways, brickchimneys, and a
S. Moomijian, Archaeos . .
partially enclosed central yard areaThis
building was demolished after 1982
This singlestory Craftsman style
. . . residence was constructed in 1910 witha
J. Oxendine, Riverside ” )
County Historical Comm 1983 cpmposmop shingle gable roofclapboard
P-33-007479 ’ siding, purlins, exposed eaves, stuccoed
front porch with flat roof, four horizontal
R. Alter, K Crawford, and 2004 rafters on two projecting beams on each
S. Moomijian, Archaeos - . 8
side,and two central piers with a short
wall enclosing the porch.
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Site Number Author(s) Date Description

This singlestory Craftsman style
residence was constructed between 1922
1983 and 1923with a composition shingle gable
roof, colonial elements with a corbeled
brick chimney, clapboard siding, a pergola
2004 on each side of the centered front door,
and a porch with front facinggable with
interior curvilinear surface
This isolatedprehistoric artifact is afire-
affected groundstoneor bifacial mano
2003 fragment of densegranitic material.
Possible association with RIVL086 to the
south.
2003 This isolated prehistoric artifact is an
P-33-012345 Richard S. Shepard, angular metavolcanic aphanitic flake,
BonTerra Consulting missing distal tip. Possible association
with RIV-1086 to the east.
2003 This prehistoric archaeological site
P-33-013107 John J. Eddy, CRWECH measures 255 m east.to west arjdcludes
a schist metate brokennto four pieces,
one flake and one quartz core.
This single-story California Ranchstyle
residence was constructed in 1954 with a
2004 low-pitched composition shinde roof,
stucco and board and batten sidingand a
rock chimney and concrete foundation.
This prehistoric and historic site measures
50 metersnorthwest-southeast and 30
meters northeastsouthwest, covering an
area of1,288 sg.meters. The prehistoric
artifacts include one andesite domed
core/scraper, two pieces of heavily fire
P-33-013977 Ash, Ed, CRM Tech 2004 affected basa_lt cc_JbIes, and oneheavily
burned and bifacially ground basalt mane
fragment. The historicperiod items
consist of a large seed pit, a glass bottle
fragment, a rabbitbone, a large mammal
bone, six ceramic sherds from a plate, a
bowl, andtwo unidentifiable ceramic
wares.
4EEO OAOEAAT AA xAO
station constructed in 1948 with wood
2004 frame and stuccoand shed andfront
gabledroof. The gabled portionhouses
two wide metal lift up garage doors.
This single-story nondescript commercial
building was used as a Shell gas station
and restaurant and was constructed in
P-33-015787 Alter, R, K. Crawford, and 2004 1926 with a wood frame, moderately
S. Moonjian, Archaeos pitched roof planes covered with
composition shingles apost-supported
covered porch running along the south
and east facades.

J. Oxendine, Riverside

P-33-007480 County Historical Comm.

R. Alter, K. Crawford, and
S. Moomjian, Archaeos

P-33-012344 Richard S. Shepard,
BonTerra Consulting

P-33-013925 Goodwin, Riordan, LSA
Associates, Inc.

P-33-015786 Alter, R.G.K.A. Crawford,
& S.A. Moomjian, Archaeosd
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This single-story commercial building was
constructed in 1930 as the Murrieta Gas

P-33-015788 Alter, R, K. Crawford, and Station. The building isrectangular with a

S. Moonjian, Archaeos 2004 concrete foundation, vertical wood shiplap
siding, anda side gable roof with asphalt
shingles.

This single-story utility structure was
P-33-015881 Alter, R, K. Crawford, and 2004 constructed in 1950 with a wood
S. Moonjian, Archaeos foundation, corrugated metal wallsa front

gable roofand wood framed.
This single-story Folk Vernacularstyle
commercial buildingwas constructed in
the turn of the 200 century and was used
as thefirst post office, court house and
generalstore for the area. It has aoncrete
2004 foundation and stucco sidéhg and vertical
wood facing on the frontfagcade, torizontal
wood siding is present on the north
facade. The roof is flat with a parapefront
in two sections. The building has four bays
for commercial use.
This single-story, asymmetrical,
rectangular shaped, Modern Minimal
Traditional style former commercial
building was constructed in1940 and
P-33-015884 Alter, R, K.Crawford, and 2004 served as_the Murrieta Post Office till the
S. Moonjian, Archaeos p w Y 1Tieed@udlding has aconcrete
foundation, stucco exterior and a tpped
roof with asphalt shingles a narrow eave
overhang, and stucco covered brick
chimney.
This single-story One-Part Commercial
Block style building was constructed in
1935. Thisstyle is typified by single story,
P-33-015885 Alter, R, K. Crawford, S. simple box construction. The building has
- 2004 .
Moomijian, Archaeos a concrete foundation and corrugated
metal walls, a side gable roof which ends
in a sloping shed style roof with
corrugated metal rodfing.
This singlestory Craftsmanstyle single
family residencewas constructed in 1920
2005 with a concrete foundation, wood
horizontal shiplap siding walls, and a
mixed roof style.
This single-story building was constructed
ETl pwot AT A OOAA AO
an auditorium and kitchen. Theframe and
P-33-016000 Alter, R., K. Crawford, and stucco buildinghas amoderately pitched,
- 2004 !
S. Moomijian, Archaeos open rake, cross gabled roof covered with
asphalt shinglesand ashouldered brick
chimney islocated on the north side of the
building.

P-33-015883 Alter, R, K. Crawford, and
S. Moanjian, Archaeos

P-33-015890 Alter, R, K. Crawford, S.
Moomjian, Archaeos
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This singlestory Craftsman residencevas
constructed in 1921 with aconcrete
foundation, clad in board-and-batten,
2005 moderately pitchedroof, front-gabled with
open, medium eaveoverhang, and
asphalt/composition shingle roofing
material, and enclosed front porch.
This singlestory Craftsman residencevas
constructed in 1922 with a concrete
foundation, wood clapboard, steeply
pitched roof and front-gabled with open,
2005 medium eave overhang, exposed roof
rafters, and asphalt/composition shingle
roofing material, abrick chimney is
locatedalong thenorth wall, and a partial
front porch.
This singlestory "L"-shaped Modern
residencewas constructed in1950 with a
concrete foundation and is clad in
P-33-016003 Alter, R., K. Crawford, and 2005 combination of stuccowood clapboard,
S. Moomijian, Archaeos and board-and-batten, moderately pitched
with open, narrow eave overhang, and
asphalt/composition shingle roofing
material, anda partial front porch.
This single-story asymmetrical,
irregularly -shapedCraftsman residence
Alter, R., K. Crawford, and 2005 constructed in 1912 with aconcrete
S. Moomijian, Archaeos foundation with wood piers and is clad
with wood clapboard, amoderately
Jeanette A. McKenna, pitched and front-gabledroof with narrow
2016
McKennaet al. eave overhang, exposed roof rafters, and
asphalt/composition shingle roofing
material
This singlestory rectangular-shaped
Vernacular commercial building with a
P-33-016005 Alter, R., K. Crawford, and 2005 symmetrical front facade was constructed
S. Moomijian, Archaeos circa 1940and rests on wood piers clad
with board and batten siding flat at the
front, and with a shed atthe rear.
This single story symmetrical rectangular-
shaped, Vernaculamultifamily residence
was constructed in 1978 witha concrete
2005 foundation, wood clapboard moderately
pitched and front-gabledroof of
asphalt/composition shingle roofing
material.
This singlestory, L-shapedVernacular
residence was constructedn 1930 with an
asymmetrical front fagcade,a concrete
P-33-016012 Alter, R., K. Crawford, and 2005 foundation, wood clapboard clad medium
S. Moomijian, Archaeos pitched cross gabled roofvith boxedand
clipped eaves and is covered with
composition shingles and aslightly raised
porch.

P-33-016001 Alter. R, K. Crawford, and
S. Moomijian, Archaeos

P-33-016002 Alter, R., K. Crawford, and
S. Moomijian, Archaeos

P-33-016004

P-33-016011 Alter, R., K. Crawford, and
S. MoomjianArchaeos
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This single story, irregular shaped
Vernacular residence wagonstructedin
1930 with wood shingles and vertical
2005 board siding, amedium pitched front
gabled roofwith projecting eaves and
exposed rafters covered with composition
shinglesand ashed roofed entry porch.
This single story, rectangular shaped
Vernacular residence was constructedh
1930 with clapboardsiding, amoderately
2005 pitched roof with front-gabled with open,
medium eave overhangexposed roof
rafters, and asphalt/composition shihgle
roofing material.

This single story, rectangular shaped
Vernacular residence was constructed in
1920 with clapboard siding, a moderately
2005 pitched roof that is side-gabled, open
eaves with a narrow eave overhang,
asphalt/composition shingle roofing
material and abrick chimney.

This one and a halftory, rectangular

P-33-016013 Alter, R., K. Crawford, and
S. Moomijian, Archaeos

P-33-016014 Alter, R., K. Crawford, and
S.Moomijian, Archaeos

P-33-016015 Alter, R., K. Crawford, and
S. Moomijian, Archaeos

Smallwood, Josh, CRM

TECH 2008 shapedRanch styleresidence was
P-33-017013 constructed in 1937 with a medium-
Jeanette A. McKenna, pltchec_i &_degablerooyc coyere_d with red
2016 ceramic tiles and ending in wide eaves
McKenna et al. .
stuccoexterior.

This single story,Craftsman Bungalow
style residence was constructed between

P-33-017350 Josh Smallwood and Bai 2005 1908 and 1939 witha combination of
"Tom" Tang, CRM TECH wide clapboard siding andaluminum
siding, medium-pitched and front gabled
main roof.

Josh Smallwood, Applied

Earth Works, Inc. 2014 This historic road, Los Alamos Roads a

two-lane paved roadwaythat stretches
6.33 miles between French Valley and
2015 Murrieta.

P-33-023953

Wilson, Stacie and Jill
Gibson, AECOM

This single-story Ranch style residence

P-33-024204 Jean A. Keller 2015 was constructed between the 1940s and
) 1950s with a moderate pitched rod and

clad in cedar shingles.

This prehistoric archaeological isolate

John J. Eddy, CRM TECH | 2003 consists of a schist metatebroken into

four pieces, and one flake.

This historic archaeological isolate

P-33-028179 John J. Eddy, CRM TECH | 2003 consists of a single historieera surn

colored amethyst glass fragment found on
the surface

P-33-028178

4.1.2  Previous Archaeological Investigations

According to the records at theEIC, there have bee®3 previous cultural resource studies within the
one-half-mile buffer of the project (Table 4.1-2) (see Attachment D). None of these surveys
intersectsthe current project boundary. However, four of tlese surveys were of linear features that
touch along the southern edge of the project site along Adams Avenue, and anotsigrof the reports
concern surveys or monitoring of parcels that touch on the project boundary to the west or the north.
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A surveyreported on by Wade and Hector (1988 and 1989b; Rt02502 and RI03376) consisted of

a water pipeline that included Adams Avenue along the south edge of the current project site.
Another water line survey that included Adams Avenue along the south edge oktlurrent projects
was conducted in 2003 (RI04877). Also, a sanitary sewer line survegf 13,000z 18,000 linear feet
throughout Murrieta, including Adams Avenue between Juniper and Ivy Streets, was conducted in
2004 (RI-06457). None of tlesesurveys encountered prehistoric a historic resourcesadjacent to
the current project area.

Development of Tract 30315 on the northeast corner aJuniper Street and AdamsAvenue, abutting
the current project boundary on its west side, resulted in a sitassessmehin 2003 (Keller 2003; R}t
04645) which reported negative findings for cultural resourceson the parcel. Monitoring of the
subsequent subsurface construction activities at this site was described by Hogan, Tahipbet and
Ballester (2004; RI-06457), which resulted in the recording ofboth aprehistoric and an historic-era
artifact scatter CARIV-13977 described above (se&ection 4.1.1). There was a cultural resources
assessment of a small parcel touching on the current project parcel at its northwestroer (RI-
06446) with negative results. Finally, there was a cultural resources assessment of the parcel along
OEA AOOOAT O POT EAAOSO 11 00E AT O1 AAOU &1 O OEA * AEA
2017 (RI-1000), followed by a construction m montoring plan for the same project in 2018 (Rd
10460). Both of these reports noted the presence of two historic propdds at the northwest corner

of Jefferson and Ivy(P-33-015787 and P-33-01578) which were describedcommercial buildings, a
restaurant and then gas station built in 1926 and a gas station and then nursery center built circa
1930 respectively (RI-1000; Smith andGarrison2017:10). While P-33-015787 was added to the City

I £ - OOOEAOAS O EE OO astpEidedvidid tbd @OIATAT A AT O TBdstéric O 6
theme, while R33-015787 wasdetermined to not behistorically or architecturally significant (Smith

and Garrison 2017:10). Both structuresare intended to be demolished wherthe Jefferson& Ivy
Project isconstructed (RI-10460; Sarka 2018:14), which has yet tdbe built.

Table 4.1-2
KNOWN CULTURAL RESOURCE STUDIES WITHIN A-M8_E RADIUS OF THE APE

Report

Author(s) Date Title Resources

Number
Environmental Impact Evaluation:

. Archaeological Assessment of Tentative

RI-00510 Wilmoth, Stan 1978 Parcel Map 12196, Murrieta Area of NA
Riverside County, California

RI-01854 Scientific Resource 1984 Archaeologlcal AssessmentCa. 80 Acres NA

Surveys, Inc. Near Murrieta.

An Archaeological Assessmerdf 0.93

RI-01990 McCarthy, Daniel F. | 1985 Acre of Landin Murrieta, Riverside NA

County, California

Archaeological Assessmentf 7.61 Acres
RI-02120 De Munck, Victor C. | 1987 of Land Locatedn The Murrieta Areaof NA
Riverside County, California

An Archaeological Assessmerdf Tm
R1-02243 Drover, C.E. 1988 Changeof Zone 5056, Riverside County, NA
California.

An Archaeological Assessmertf El
1987 Rancho Murrieta Thoroughbred Ranch, NA
Riverside County, California

An Archaeological Assessmerdf QOZ
RI-02389 Keller, Jean Salpas | 1988 5165 and Plot Plan 10.517, Riverside NA
County, California

Rhodes, Keith Dand

RI-02321 N.A. Rhodes
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Report

Author(s) Date Title Resources
Number
33-000050,
33-000116,
33-000270,
33-000365,
33-000523,
33-001003,
An Archival and Limited Field 33-001004,
Archaeological Surveyof the Temescal 33-001071,
Wade, Sue Aand . - 33-001086,
RI-02502 1989 Washand Rice Canyon Pipeline
Susan M. Hector . . 33-001382,
Alternatives for the Regional Water
Reclamation Facilityat Rancho California 33-001384,
33-001727,
33-001860,
33-001861,
33-002134,
33-002765,
33-002798,
33-003330
An Archaeological Assessmertdf Plot Plan
RI-02799 Keller, Jean A. 1990 11,816 Riverside County, California NA
An Archaeological Assessmeruf
Conditional Use Permit 3086, Locateth
RI-02849 Swope, Karen K. 1990 the Murrieta Areaof Riverside County, NA
California.
Cultural Resources Assessment:
RI-02993 Love, Bruce 1990 Conditional Use Permit #2803 R #1 NA
Murrieta, Riverside County, California.
Cultural Resources Assessment: Plot Pla
RI-02994 Love, Bruce 1990 12080, Murrieta, Riverside County, NA
California.
Cultural Resources Assessmemtf AT&T's
Peakand Associates Proposed San Bernardindo San Diego
RI-03189 and Brian F. Mooney| 1990 Fiber Optic Cable, San Bernardino, NA
Associates Riversideand San Diego Counties,
California.
A Cultural Resource Survegpf the
Proposed Ranchdremecula Effluent 33-000659,
L . 33-001086,
Wade, Sue Aand Pipeline from Temeculato Warm Springs
RI-03376 1989 . . ; . 33-002798,
Susan M. Hector in the Elsinore Valleywith Additional
. . 33-006998,
Considerationof the Surface Water 33-007200
Dischargeinto Temescal Wash
An Archaeological Assessmertf the 2+
. Mile Murrieta Lines "F" & "F1" Flood
RI-03636 White, Robert S. 1993 Control Channelin Murrieta, Riverside NA
County.
A Phase | Cultural Resources Assessmen
of Murrieta Hot Springs Road Madison 33-005785,
RI-03896 Keller, Jean A. 1995 Avenue Corridor Master Development 33-005786,
Plan, 288.0 Acre®f Landin Murrieta, 33-005787
Riverside County, California
Negative Archaeological Survey Report:
RI-03911 Sturm, Bradley L. 1993 Route k215, Post Mile 10.6 NA
A Phase | Cultural Resources Assessmen
Of Plot Plan 99027, +17.3 Acresf Land
RI-04352 Keller, Jean A. 1999 in the Cityof Murrieta, Riverside County, NA
California.
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Report Author(s) Date Title Resources
Number
A Phase | Cultural Resources Assessmen
of Vesting Tentative Tract Map 31324, 7.9
RI-04643 Keller, Jean A. 2001 Acresof Landin the Cityof Murrieta, 33-012524
Riverside County, California
A Phase | Cultural Resources Assessmen
of Vesting Tentative Tract Map 29820,
RI-04644 Keller, Jean A. 2003 12.72 Acresof Landin the Cityof NA
Murrieta, Riverside County, California
A Phase | Cultural Resources Assessmen
of Vesting Tentative Tract Map 30315,
RI-04645 Keller, Jean A. 2003 9.11 Acresof Landin the Cityof Murrieta, NA
Riverside County, California
A Cultural Resources Assessmenf a
. 1.88-Acre Parcel Located Eagif the
RI-04852 Y\QT:Z g‘\’k’/ﬁﬁesand 2005 | Intersection of Kalmia Streetand NA
’ Washington Avenue, Cityf Murrieta,
Riverside County
Cultural Resources Assessmerff the
RI-04877 Peak & Associates, 2003 Proposed_ Temec_u_la Valley Regional Wate 33-010986
Inc. Reclamation Facility Effluent Pipeline,
Riverside County, California
Cultural Resources Survey Repofbr
Harris. Nina And Murrieta Lines Dand D-1 Riverside
RI-05142 Dennié R. Gallegos 1998 County Flood Controland Water NA
’ Conservation District Riverside County,
Cdifornia.
Goodwin, Riordan Cultural and Paleontological Resources
RI-05209 and Robert 2002 Assessnent: Murrieta Senior Center, City NA
Reynolds of Murrieta, Riverside County, California
Records Search Result®r Sprint PCS
RI-05211 White, Laurie 2000 Facility Rv54xc453a (Butler Ranch), City NA
of Murrieta, Riverside County, Ci#ornia.
Phase | Cultural Resources Assessment: 33-001086,
RI-05675 Shepard, Richard S. | 2003 Assessor Parcel No. 9098-02, Murrieta, 33-012344,
Riverside County, Clifornia. 33-012345
Caltrans Negative Historical Property
Survey Reportfor 1-15/California Oaks
RI-05966 Hogan, Michael 2002 Road Diamond Interchange Project, Ithe NA
City of Murrieta, Riverside County,
Cdifornia.
Archaeological Monitoring Report,
Hogan, Michael, Bai Assessor's Parcel Number 90980-002,
RI-05977 Tang,and John Eddy 2003 42180 Ivy Street, Cityof Murrieta, 33-028178
Riverside County, Clifornia.
A Phase li Historical Resources
Investigation of CaRiv-5519-H Located
RI-06028 Keller, Jean A. 2005 Within Tentative Parcel Map 31078, + 33-005787
9.55 Acresof Landin Murrieta, Riverside
County, California
Hogan, Michael, Bai Archaeological Monitoring Report, Tract
RI-06406 Tangand Josh 2005 No. 30315,in the Gty of Murrieta, 33-013977
Smallwood Riverside County, Clifornia.
Historical/Archaeological Resources
Tang, Bai, Michael Survey Report: Assessor's Parcel Number|
RI-06446 Hogan, Casey Tibbet| 2005 906-080-003, and -012 Through-015,in NA
and Josh Smallwood the Cityof Murrieta, Riverside County,
California.
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Report

Author(s) Date Title Resources
Number
Historical/Archaeological Resources
Hogan, Michael, Bai Survey Report, Murrieta Wastewater
RI-06457 Tang, Casey Tibbet | 2004 Planningand Construction Project,n the NA
and Daniel Ballester City of Murrieta, Riverside County,
California.
Photo Recordation of Historic Building,
the Cora Stollar House, 42036 D Street,
RI-06658 Tang,B. Tom 2006 City of Murrieta, Riverside County, NA
California.
An Historical Resources ldentification
Alexandrowicz. John Investigation for_ the Heritage Village
RI-06896 Stephen ' 2007 Apartments Project, 24865 Jefferson NA
Avenue, City of Murrieta, Riverside
County, California
A Phase | Cultural Resources Assessmen
of Murrieta Commons, DP 00461, +/- 33-002362,
RI-07023 Keller, Jean A. 2006 | 15 55 Acres of Land in the City of 33-015312
Murrieta, Riverside County, California
Historic Property Survey Report for the 33-001085
RI-07050 Strauss, Monica 2006 Ivy Street Bridge Project, City of Murrieta, '
. . i 33-001086
County of Riverside, California.
Smallwood Joshand PhotoRecor(_jationof Historic Bui_ldings
RI-07602 ' 2008 24629 Washington Avenue Murrieta, NA
ClarenceBodner . . o
Riverside County, California
Smallwood. Josh and Historic Building Evaluation 24570
RI-07678 Terri ' . 2008 Washington Avenue Cityof Murrieta, 33-017013
erri Jacquemain . . . .
Riverside County, California
RobbinsWade Cultural Resources Invento_ry, 2_5071
RI-07890 Mary ! 2006 Adams Avenue Murrieta, Riverside 33-007432
County, California VTM 33893
Letter Report: Results of the Cultural and
Paleontological Resource Assessment for
RI-08162 Reynolds Robert 2002 the New Clay Street Parcel (P.M. 30299), NA
Murrieta, Riverside County, California
An Historical Resources Identification for
the Monte Vista Il Apartments Project, NE
RI-08305 Alexandrowicz, John | 2009 Corner of the Jefferson Avenue and NA
Juniper Street, City of Murrieta, Riverside
County, California
McCorkle Apple, ArchaeologicalSurvey Report for the Los
Rebecca, Alamos / Interstate 15 Overcrossing, City
RI-08389 Christopher L. 2010 . . . ' NA
. of Murrieta, County of Riverside,
Shaver and Monica e
California.
Srauss
Stropes Tracy A. Phase | Cultqral Resources, Assessmgnt
RI-09065 and Brian F Smit,h 2012 for the Washington Avenue Project, Citgf 33-007471
) Murrieta, APN909-080-043.
Monitoring Report Ivy Street Bridge 33-001085,
RI-09089 SankaJennifer M. 2011 Project City of Murrieta, Riverside County, 33-001086,
California. 33-019856
An Updated Cultural Resources
Investigation for the Mighty Development,
RI-09596 '\A"CKe”“a Jeanette | 5416 | Inc., Project Area, 11.35 Acres of Land in NA
o the City of Murrieta, Riverside County,
California.
. ) A Phase 1 Cultural Resources Survey for
R1-09949 Smith, Brian F. 2017 the EMC Murrieta Project NA
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Number
RI-10000 Smith, Brian F. 2017 A Phase | Cultural Resogrces Survégr NA
The Jeffersorand Ivy Project
NEPA Screening fowireless
Telecommunication Site- Los Alamos
RI-10082 Bell, Heather 2002 24950 Madison Avenue, Murrieta, NA
Riverside County, California
ArchaeologicalMonitoring Plan for the
. Jefferson and Ivy Ranch Apartment Home
RI-10460 JenniferM. Sanka 2018 Project 11.44 Acres in the City of Murrieta, NA
Riverside County, California
Extended Phase | Archaeological
Strauss,Monica, Investigation Between CARIV-1085 and
Christopher L. CARIV-1086 for the Ivy Street Bridge 33-001085
RI-10612 Shaver, Kurt 2006 Project, City of Murrieta, County of 33-0010861
Heidelberg, and Riverside, California. lvy Street Bridge
David Bricker Project between New Clay Street and
Hayes Avenue, Caltrans District.8
Archaeological Survey Report for the Ivy
Strauss,Monica, Street Bridge Project, City of Murrieta,
RI-10613 Kurt Heidelbert, and | 2006 County of Riverside, California, lvy Street NA
David Bricker Bridge Project between New Clay Street
and Hayes Avenue, CaltranDistrict 8.
Montgomery Phase | Archaeological Survey for _
RI-10688 ' 2018 Wilhelm-Sauls Investments, LLC Murrieta NA
Courtney X
Properties.
4.2 Native American Outreach

OnMarch 2,202 Mr./ 8. AET OOAI EOOAA A OAfGAsda@d @ids Ae@LF). | (# O
search within the 0.5mile project buffer. The results of the search request were receivddarch 11,

2021, at the office of UltraSystems from M Andrew Green Cultural ResourcesAnalyst. The NAHC

I AOOAO OOdc@disparchdt theNatibe American Heritage Commission (NAHC) Sacred Lands

File (SLF) was completed for the information you have submitted for the above referenced project.

The results werepaositive. Please contact the Pechanga Band of Luiseno Indians on aftached list

for more information. Other sources of cultural resources should also be contacted for information

regarding known and recordedsites8 {SeeAttachment C.)

UltraSystems prepared letters to each of thd8 tribal contacts representing 11 tribes and bands

named by the NAHC @Attachment C). On March 12, 2021, Ms. Doukakignailed letters with
accompanying maps to all8 trib al contacts and emailed the letters andanaps to each of thel6 tribal

contacts for which email addresses were known with the contact letter and map describing the

project and showing the project's location, requesting a reply if they have knowledge of cultural

resources in the area that they wshed to share, and asking if they had any questions or concerns

regarding the project. Emails were also sent to two staff members of the Pechanga Cultural

2A01T OOARAO $APAOOI AT O xET h OEITOCE 110 11T OEA #1 11T
GreenOT EEO OAODPI T OA O1 -08 /8. AEI 8

Jill McCormick, Historic Preservation Officer for the Quechan Tribe of the Fort Yuma Reservation

replied by email on March 15, 2021 indicating that the tribe has no comments on this project and will
defer to the more local Tribes and support their decisios on the project. Arysa Gonzales Romero,
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the Historic Preservation Techniciarfor the Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indianseplied by email

on March 23, 2021 stating thattheb OT EAAO EO 110 11 AAOAA xEOEET OEA .
will defer to the other tribes in the area Lacy Padilla, archaeologist for the Agua Caliente Band of

Cahuilla Indians, replied by email on April 1, 2021also stated that the project is not located within

OEA 40EAAGO 40AAEOET 1T Al beraiBesintddakea AT A xEI 1 AAEAO O]

Cheryl Madrigal, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer of the Rincon Band of LuiSe Indians repied

by email on March 24, 2021including a letterET AEAAQOET ¢ OEAO OEA bDPOI EAAO E
the Luisefio people, and islaOT xEOEET 2ET AT 1860 OPAAEZAEA AOAA 1 E
ETTxI AACA T &£ AOI OO0AT OAOI OOAAG xEOEET OEA bDOI BT
search material collected at thgEastern) Information Center for this project. Mr./ 6 . vkdpdnded

that records and site location details are required to be confidential per agreements with the

California Historical Resources Inventory Systenand suggested that theyequest a copy of the

PDOT EAAOS8 O OAOOI OET ¢ A Ol anydwrrieta®thingDepgadn@ntialdvbng OO  AOT |
its completion. Ms. Madrigal agreed that they would make this request.opiesof these repliesare

locatedin Attachment C.

Following up on the initial letter and email contacts, telephone callsvere conducted by
Archaeological Technician MegarB. Doukakison April 13, 2021 to those tribes who had not
previously replied by email or letter and had provided telephone numbersThese calls were to the
eight tribal contacts who had not already responded to UEI mailg and email. Six of the telephone
calls were placed with no answer and so messages were left describing the project and requesting a
response. These were to Joyce Perry and Chairperson Matias Belardes with JhanefioBand of
Mission Indians- Acjacherren Nation; Shasta Gaughan, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer with the
Pala Band of Mission IndiangPaul Macarro of the Pechanga Band of Lufée Indians; Isaiah Vivanco,
Chairperson and Joseph Ontiveros, Cultural Resources Department, with the Sobolzen® of Luisdio
Indians.

A call to Norma Contreras, Chairperson of the La Jolla Band of Liisdndians, was answered by a
receptionisttotransferred$ 1 OEAEEO O OEA #EAEODPAOOI T 380AdcI EAAI AE
to ChairpersonTemet Aguilar of the Pauma Bandof Luisefio Indians was not answered but a voice

mail was left; calling again aeceptionist answered who transferredDoukakisOT OEA #EAEODAO
AgOAT OET 1 xEAOA aésistAnt whi gaill et AnOtkelr Talisédce, UEI should email

Yolanda Espinozax EQOE OEA " A CombiGee #iiidh ®AQukskis did that day. A call to
Chairperson Mark Macarro with the Pechanga Band of Missioindians was transferred to his
assistantwho did not answer; a message waeft. A call to the San Luis Rey Band of Missidmdians

reacheda receptionist who suggested calling Cami Mojado; Ms. Mojado answered, stating that she

was currently preparing a written respondedO1 5 %) & O 1hA10, @08 Dbutith& newlskieA

would simply state the” AT A O x| OdefarOii E®ARA AGIAT C ADuring thg ghdné dalita 6

the Lovina RednerChairpersonof the SantaRosa Band ofMission Indians, the receptionist replied

that ChairpersonRednerwas onleave and to contact Mr. Steven Estrada, who was also not in and so

the receptionist took the message; an emaihddressfor Mr. Estrada was provided, andoukakis

forwarded the original March 12, 2021 email and letter to him at that time. (SeeAttachment C).

In the initial email to Paul MacarrgPechangaCultural Resources Coordinator at PechangaU / 6 . AE |

on March 15, 2021 staff membersTina Mendoza, Ebru Ozdil and Juan Ochoa, who had been included

in the NAHC response of March 11, 2081 x A Q ABecigedfithepotential significance of a SLF

traditional site reported by the NAHC andtheir recommendation to contact Pechanga for further

information, a second email with letter and map was sent to Paul Macarro on April 13, 2021, with

Mendoza, Ozdiland @ET A Al OT AAG6AS $1T OEAEEO Al O OAOAT O OE
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OAAEAT CA #EAEOPAOOIT -AOE -AAAOOIT ET ! POEI poh ¢qme
day, stating that Pechanga was preparing a reply which would be sent to UlBgstems by the end of
that week. Doukakis sent Mr. Ochoa a followp email on April 19, 2021.

There have been no further responsa to date (see contact record table imAttachment C).
4.3 Pedestrian Survey Results

On March 4, 2021, Mr./ & . AoAducted a Phase | pedestrian cultural resources survey using

OOAT AAOA AOAEAAT T T CEAAl bDOi AAAOBOAO AT A OAAET ENOAO
and guidelines forcultural resources inventory.

7EAT -08 /8. AEI AOOHKéWemanfagprodzked hid dntl &ill Ad) heOnaHtde A

former owner of this property and sold it to theCity of Murrieta. Mr. Calvin Sykes explained that his

grandfather boughtthe parcel from the countyin 1929. The original house (ca. 1898) and the current

barn (ca 1917) werealready present on the property and he grew up on the property while farming

occurred. - 08 /6. AElI AOEAA EEI EZ EA EAA AOGAO OAAT AT U
he had not. (SeeSection 2.2.3.3 above for further detals of the land use and history.)

Systematic transects of the parcel were conducted. These were startedthe southeastcorner,
where photos in three directions, to the east, across the parcel and then to the north, to record the
surface conditions andpresence of any features(Figure 4.3-1). From there proceeded to the
presenceeast property boundary at the northeast corner,taking photosin the three directions. At
this point proceededto walk ten meter transectseast to west and back again every temeters
working to the north. At the northwest corner took another set of photog Figure 4.3-2),and finished
at the northwest corner. The surface wagenerally covered with densegrassand somevolunteer
weeds that allowed approximately 20% surface visibility overall;, there were several extensive
patches of gopher or squirreltunnel entrances and burrowmounds scattered throughout the parcel
that brought soil to the surface that could be observed.There was also exposed soil around the
foundations of burned and demolished structures. There was no rock or stone dhe ground.

The present historic features were therobserved and recorded.

The farm houseresidence had been on the top of a small rise at te®uth-central edge of theparcel;

the approximate southwest corner of the house was indicated by Mr. Syke$hereis still a driveway
from Adams Avenue up to the west edge of the residence. There was light scattered debris remaining
from the housebeing demolished,scattered on the surface in about the configuration of the house
consisting ofbrick, concrete, multple-colors of brick, pale turquoise stucco on concrete, et(Figure
4.3-3). The houseoutline is approximately 71 feet by 33 feet.

From the projected front of the housefacing north one can see @oss westa pathway to what Mr.

Sykes described as higOAT AT T OEA0O8 O ET OOAR ARAvoodwokityshedv® O1 OE
described as being between the small house and the barbetween the two. Both the smallhouse

and shed have burned to the ground within the past-80 years (Sykes 2021), with the deris still in

place. There is considerablburnt wood present, bottles, window pane glass, concrete blocks (cinder

block). Immediately east was the burnt where along with similar debris were pale yellow painted

wall boards. An aphalt pathremains thatgoes from the main drivewaygending at line with aninset

xT 1T AAT  AAAI O snabhoisdi | OERDOB@OET ¢ OEA Ai 1 EZECOOET C
buildings (Figure 4.3-4).
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The barn was observed and recorded. The barnsguated in the south-central portion of the parcel,
just at the edge of the low rise that held the house, and is set just north of the house. The barn is
intact, with the concretefoundations and the wooden framing and walls irplace (Figure 4.3-5). The
concrete foundationoutlines the buildings, with the framing sitting on the concrete that is 6 inches
to 8 inches wide, but with the width uniform from side to side. The height of the concrete foundation
is also variable side to side and somewhat dependent on the slope thedf is set into. The pof has
wooden shingles and then corrugated metal sheets over that; half or moo# the metal sheets have
blown off and lay scattered on the ground to the east and south and northwes{(The metal sheets
can be gathered and put backn.)

The barn is approximately53 feet long by32.3feet wide,and 21.3 feet high at the center of the peaked
roof, with the long axis oriented to the east. The main door is situated in the center of the south side,
door 58 incheswide and 15 feet high(Figure 4.3-6). The ends of the barn ar81 incheshigh. The
interior is divided into three rooms, with the center room having a concrete floor and the west and
east roomopen dirt floors. The east room has its own openings on theouth and north walls; the
south wall door is 47 inches high and 99 inches wideand its counterpart on the north is
approximately the same. Interior framing splitsO E A Aike@dr idt®three rooms; the south and
north rooms have dirt floors, while the central room has aconcrete slab floor.

A water pump islocateda few feet east of the Adams Avenue curb to the north set in a concrete base.

AEEO EAO Complc OAACGAMAABRIAAO oh pwec @nthd ADaGERAA 11 OEF
sidewalk, where the driveway starts, isnscribed AT 03 6 x EbénBathi; this @a3 hé cattle

brand of the Sykes family and was used here to indicatieis wastheir property (Sykes, 2021).

There are trees throughout theset of buildings. There is an apparently old, large coast live oak

directy ET  A£01T 10 T £ OEA AAOI 60 I AET OEAA j OEEO EO OEOE
Other ornamental trees are scattered among wherthe residential buildings had been, including a

large palm tree, severakucalyptus,and a row of junipers along the entry drive. There is a large

elderberry bush at the west edge of the barn.

The only signs ofanimal observed during the survey were ofabbit z three trail runs in the northeast
guarter and one set of paw prints.Numerous burrow tunnels were observed, but unsure if ofabbits
or ground squirrels/gophers.

The result of the pedestrian survey was negative for both prehistoric sites and isolate§Vith the
recent winter rains at the time d the survey, the vegetation was relatively dense throughout the
parcel and there was an average of 20% surface visibilitythe one remaining historic resource, the
barn, has been describedabove Mr. Sykes was askedlirectly eucalypti about the potential for
finding Native American prehistoric artifacts on the project site. He described finding a large number
of artifacts in the Lower Farmz small carved round stones, grinding stones, and many other artifacts
were observed and colleatd from there. That location was in the river bank, he said. He had also
found artifacts in the nearby Santa Margarita River canyon. He has no recollection of finding any
artifacts at the project site (The authod O OET O CE 0O MA Sykesnd&raisedion Qi fark |
and would have spent his youth walking the plowed fields, and as a child would have wandered
throughout the property; also, that he did know whatprehistoric artifacts looked like and collected
them from the other family farm; and that he did not hesitate tostate that he had collected them on
the other farm; that if there were near-surface prehistoric artifacts on the Adams Avenue farmhe
would have seen them and spoken of them.)
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Figure 4.1-1
VIEW FROMSOUTHWESTCORNER; VIEW TOIORTHEAST
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Figure 4.1-2
VIEW FROM THE NORTHASTCORNER; VIEW TO THE SOUWEST

7080/ Adams Avenue Affordable Housin/ultifamily Development Page4-19
Phase | Cultural Resources Survey June2021



X FINDINGSX

Figure 4.1-3
VIEW OF THE RESIDENCE STRUCURE DEBRIEEW TO THENORTHEAST
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